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ALSO ADMITTED 
IN MICHIGAN 

A matter has recently arisen that we believe requires 
some guidance and clarification by the Agency. As you may recall, 
United Technologies Automotive Systems, Inc., formerly known as 
Sheller-Globe Corporation, has for the past several years been 
conducting an investigation of soil/fill and groundwater 
contamination in the area behind its former Keokuk plant. This 
contamination apparently resulted from leaks in several underground 
solvent product storage tanks that were removed in 1989. Extensive 
work has been performed to date in the course of this 
investigation. We currently are in the process of evaluating data 
generated in a Phase V that we believe has at last defined the 
extent of contamination. Costs associated with this investigation 
exceeded $200,000 in 1992 alone. 

Included in this work, was an extensive soil vapor 
extraction ( "SVE") system pilot study which was intended to 
identify whether SVE was an economically feasible remedial 
alternative. A comprehensive report detailing the results of that 
pilot study is nearing completion. 

To date, all of this work has been condu~~~~~~~~----­
oversight of the Iowa Department of Natural Resour 
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done because of the state's traditional responsibility in the area 
of UST investigationsjremediations. Of course, this work was fully 
explained to the Agency in the current Conditions Report submitted 
pursuant to the RCRA §3008(h) Consent Order. Moreover, 
developments have been reported to the Agency routinely through the 
bi-monthly progress reports required by the Consent Order. 

The Agency acknowledged its understanding of the ongoing 
UST investigation work in its comments on the draft RFI Work Plan, 
where it carved out that ongoing work from the scope of the Work 
Plan but indicated that it would like the respondents to 
investigate secondary source areas as part of the RFI. This has 
resulted in the agreement between the Agency and the respondents 
to put in an additional eight soil borings in the fill area to 
further investigate these potential source areas. 

Recently, we were surprised to receive notice from Alesia 
Whitney-Knight at IDNR that oversight for the ongoing UST 
investigation was being transferred to USEPA Region VII. A copy 
of Ms. Whitney-Knight's letter of January 11, 1993 is enclosed. 
We were not advised prior to receipt of this letter that this 
action was being contemplated by IDNR. We do not believe that this 
transfer of oversight responsibility will meet the stated objective 
of avoiding duplication of work. Indeed, we believe that this may 
very well result in bogging down both the UST investigation and the 
contemplated RFI. 

By way of explanation, we do not believe this transfer 
of oversight will result in avoiding duplication of work because 
there was little chance of that occurring under the previous 
arrangements. The UST investigation had been expressly carved out 
from the scope of the Consent Order and the RFI Work Plan. The 
respondents had accepted the Agency's cc:m:ments ui th respect to 
further investigation of secondary source areas in the fill behind 
the plant. Otherwise the RFI Work Plan contemplated the UST 
investigation would continue to be handled pursuant to IDNR 
oversight. 

Second, we believe that if this transfer of oversight is 
in fact accomplished, it will result in both the UST investigation 
and the RFI investigation becoming bogged down while work plans 
are revised and/ or federal agency personnel are brought "up to 
speed" on this on-going project. It is at this point that we 
request some guidance and clarification from the Agency as to how 
they would expect the UST investigation would be handled. Sheller­
Globe interprets the Consent Order and RFI Work Plan (which is near 
the final approval stage with only a few issues remaining in 
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dispute between the Agency and the respondents) as not covering the 
UST investigation. Accordingly, either the Work Plan would have 
to be redrafted or the UST investigation would have to proceed with 
federal agency oversight but outside the scope of the Consent 
Order. Either alternative would be expensive and time consuming 
and would result in a delay of the overall schedule for RFI andjor 
UST investigation/remediation activities. 

We would prefer that IDNR continue with its oversight 
role of the UST investigation as had been contemplated by USEPA, 
IDNR and Sheller-Globe prior to this point in time. We are more 
than happy to continue to advise USEPA of progress in the 
investigation through the Corrective Action Order bi-monthly 
reports and fully anticipate that USEPA would comment or otherwise 
become involved in the state's ultimate approval of any remedial 
designjremedial alternative. We would like to schedule a 
conference call with appropriate USEPA and IDNR personnel in the 
near future to discuss this request and how this matter will 
proceed in the future. 

Very truly yours, 

&It:L 
Joseph; A. Gregg 

JAG/bmm 
Enclosure 
cc: Mark Landa, Esq. (IDNR, Legal) (vi 

Ms. Alesia Whitney-Knight (IDNR) 
Mr. Brian J. Yeich 
Azuwuike H. Ndukwu, Esq. 
Mr. David Dods (Woodward-Clyde) 
Judy G. Hershon, Esq. 

/ 
I 

copy and regular mail) 



EASTMAN It SMITH 
A T1alllll'fl AT LA I' 

ONB SI!AGAT& )4TH PLOOil 
P.O. BOX 10032 

roumo, omo 43099-(Mm 

T!L!P~ONI (419) 241·6000 
FAX (419) 247·1777 

~TRAISIJ88IQI SIIBT 

OATB: January 26, 19g3 

PlLI BOa K325/27403 

NOXB!Jt OJ' PAGBSa (Ino1udin9 Thil Sheet) 

TOI Douqlas c. Walther, Esq. 

~ROXz Joseph A. Greqq, Esq. 

USSAQBI 

TBLICOPY 5UMBBJtl 913-551-7064 

IN CASI OJ PROBLEM, CAL~ (41t) 247-1788. 

• 

D If checked, please confira receipt of document. 

Date a time se!lt ---~~---- lea4er•• Initials __ _ 

!0 'd 666!LvZ6lv 'ON X~d Hllt.IS ~ N~t.llS~3 9Z:vl 30l E6-9Z-N~f 



lllCMAACll. ANTO~I'II 
Ill . DONALD CARMIN 
ri'IANJt tJ, J"C¢H 
PATRICK l. JOHNSON 
JAWES F. NOONEY 
91\l.ICi ~- !lt.IITH 
MO!HCN !OSOWICK 
DA't•O 111 . JONE$ 
iiENI'IY N. HEIJERioiAi'l 
..;QH~ H. IOGG~ 
JOH~ T. !..ANCWEM".' 
DAVID I.. ~UH~ 
<!ICIMIIO T. CARlO -:A~t 
KENNlTH C. SAKER 

ROUIIT J . QILUII, JR. 
PET'A II . CASEY. Ill 
;'1~10 , _COOl" til 
IIIJCOLPH A. P!CKINI" ... IJGH. JR. 
rtOHALCl .;, TICE 
~OY.AS A. DIXON 
GAA'/ II IIARDEN 
lilll.l'iRY W. FISSi\. 
JC'11N 0 . WILLfY, J!'! 
JOSEPH A. GR~a~ 
ROGER P. K~EE 
JUCI'l'H K. RUUD 
I.IAJIII( C. A8111AU$0N 
STUAIIT J. GOLOBEAG 
'I"•10M"s 1 e11Nn· 

E.A.STM.A:N' & SMITH 
lo.'M:O-E'tl A'r U.W 

ONE SEAGATJ:. 24TK Ft.ooa 
P.O. Box 10032 

ToLEDO, ORJO •S~C0..0032 

TUI,MONI (41.) a4t•eOOO 

,,.. (41.) IW7·1777 

CoWMJJVS ome~: 
M E. Sa:r8 STiu!:l:r. Smn; 1000 

eowr.mu~~o Omo .-1s 

TIL~OJII (SI4) .ceo-:na• , ... (., .. , ..... , .... 
January 26, 1993 

VIA TELECOPY &"m REGULAR MAIL 

Douglas c. Walther, Esq. 
Urli ted States Environmental 

Protection Agency 
Region VII 
726 Minnesota Avenue 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

Dear Doug: 

RE: Sheller··Globe Corporation 
~eokuk Iowa Plant 
Ongoing UST Investigation 
Our Fil~ No: K325j27403 

• 
UI!Y!M 1), l'lliiNiOi.T• 
DIRK 1'. Pl.iSS"'EFI 
IU.tHC.IItlolc. coea J•~..,~~ 

JANU L. 1\0Q&P•• 
OllltNII tt. Wll,l.IAIIIS 

MAI!CUS J. IAU8AK£11 
DAYiil W. NUNN 
EliU8ETH S LAOC·• 
TIMOTHY C. KUHLiol~l'i 
ltR\'AH 1(, PAe&F.~ 

1<"'-IBERLY S. SiEP~HCN 
,JOHI'i M. ltlfi5NER 

OF C~UNSfL 
JOl-iN R. ;; .~STili AN 
•AI.IIL:J~ G . J .\llli'IA 
~RANK fi. . KANE 
riOWIIntl W •~IE!!M.•.-1 

R~LPH S. BOGGS 

• A;. SO ACM Tm: 
i ro~ IIAICJ-~.I QA)j 

A matter ha$ recently arisen that we believe requires 
so1ne guidance and clarification by the Agency. As you may recall, 
UnitGd TQchnoloqies Auto~otive Systems, Inc., formerly ~~ovn a~ 

Sheller-Globa Corporation, has for the past several years been 
conductinq an ir~vestigation of soil/fill and groundwater 
contamination in the area behind its former Keokuk plant. This 
contamination apparently resulted from le.aks ir. several unde~·qround 
solvent product storaqe tanks that were rel'!love.d in 1989. Extensive 
work has been performed to date in. the course of this 
invastiqation. We currently are in the process of evaluatinq data 
9•n~ratad in a Phase V that we believe has at last def lned the 
extant of contamination. Costs associated with this investiqation 
exceeded $200,000 in 1992 alone. 

:rncludad in thi!i work, was an extensive soil vapor 
extraction ( "SVE") system pilot study which was intended to 
identify whether SVE wa$ an aC!cnomically faasible re~edial 

altornativo. A comprohen~iva report detailing the results af that 
pilot study is nearing co~pletion. 

To datQ, all of thi• work has bQQn oonductoci undor thQ 
oversight of the :rowa Department of Natural Reso~o~s. This was 
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aone becau&Pe of thiOl .:.tate's: traditional reaponaibility in the area 

of US'r invG~t.iqationajramodiations. Of course, this work -was fully 

explained to the Aganoy in the Current Conditions RQport submitted 

p~rsuant to the RCRA §3008(h) Consent OrdQr. MorQover, 

developments have been reported to the Aseney routinely through the 

bi-monthly proqreae reports required by the Consent Order. 

The A9ency acknowledged ite underetandins of the onsoins 

UST inve~tigation work in its coaments on the draft RFI Work Plan, 

where it carved out that on9oing work from the ~cope of the Work 

Plan but indicated that it would like the re~pondenta to 

investi~ate secondary ~ource area~ a~ part of the RFI. Thie hae 

resulted in the agreement between the Aqency and the respondent~ 

to put in an additiona: eight eoil borir.q~ in the fill area to 

furtr.er investigate these potential ~ouroe area~. 

Recently, we were surprised to receive notice from Ale~ia 

Whitney-Knight at IONR that over~iqht for the ongoing UST 

investigation was being trAnaferred to USEPA Region VII. A copy 

c! Ms. Whitney·~ight's letter of Janu~ry ll, 1993 is enclo~ed. 

we were no1: advised prior to receipt of this letter that this 

action was being con't:e:mplated by ION.a. We do net believe that this 

transter or oversight responsibility will meet the stated objective 

or avoiding dUplication of work. !ndeed, we believe that this may 
very well result in b~gging down both the UST investigation and the 

contemplated RFI. 

By way or explanation, we do not believe this trans!er 

o! oversign~ will result in avoiding duplication ot worK because 

there was ~ittle cnance ot that occurring under the previous 
arrangements. The UST investigation had been expressly carved out 

from the scope o! the Consent order and. the R.FI worl<: Plan. The 

respondents haci acc~pted the Agency • s comments with respect to 

further investigation of secondary source areas in the ~111 behind 

the plant. Othenrise the RFI Work Plan conte:nplate·:l t...'!e US1' 

investigation \o.•ould continue to be handled pursuant to IDNR 

oversight. 

Second, we believe that if this transfer of oversight is 

in fact accomplished, it will result in both the UST investigation 

and the RFI investigation becoming bogged down while work plar.s 
are l:'QVised and/ or federal aqency personnel are brought "up to 

speed" on this on-going project. It is at this point that we 

request some guidance and clarification from the Agency as to haw 
thQy would expect the UST investigation would be handled. Sheller­

Globe interprets the consent Order and RFI Work Plan (which is near 

the final approval stage with only a few issues remaining in 

£0 'd 666tL~c6~r 'ON X~~ H.!. I 1-lS 'g N~l.US~3 ~c:~! 3nl E6-9c-N~r 



·. 

Douglas c. Walther, Esq. 
January 26, 1993 
Paqe J 

• 

dispute betwean the Agency and ~he respondents) as net ccverin9 the 

UST 1nvas~1ga~1on. Accoraingly, either the Work Plan would h~ve 

~o be redrat~e~ or the UST tnves~iqation would have to procaed with 
!ederal agency oversight :but. outside the scope of the Comsent 

Order. Ei~her alternative would be expensive and time consuming 
and vould result in a delay or ~he overall schedule for RFI and/or 

UST 1nve.s"e1ga~1on{remediat1on ac~1v1ties. 

We would prefer tha~ IONR continue with its oversight 

role of the UST investigation as had been contemplate~ by USEPA, 
IDNR and ShQller-Globe prior to tn1s point 1n t1ma. we are more 
than happy to continue to advise USEPA of progress in the 
investigation through the Corrective Action Order bi-monthly 
reports and fully anticipate that USEPA would comm£nt or otherwise 
become involved in the state's ultimate approval of any remedial 
design/re~edial alternative. We would 11ke tc schedule a 
conference call with appropriate USEPA and ICNR parsonnel in the 
near future to discuss this request and. how this matter will 
proceed in the future. 

Very truly yours, 

JAG/btn1:1 
Enclosure 

& SMITH /;J 

!JlL 
. Gregg 

cc: Mark Landa~ Esq. (IDNR, Legal) (vi copy and regular mail} 
Ms. Alesia Whitney-Knight (IDNR) 
Mr. Brian J. Yeich 

vO'd 

Azuwuike H. NdUkwu, Esq. 
Mr. David Dods (Woodward-Clyde) 
Judy G. Hershcn, Esq. 
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January 11, 1993 

Mr. Brian Ye1ch 
United Technologies Au~omotive s 
United Technoloqies ~uilding M-S 
Harttord, connecticut oo~ol 

Re: ~ransrerral of the SH~ller­
~o EPA ~egion VI! 

Dea:.:- Mr. Yeich; 

6E;CgiVE~ 

JAN 18 1993 

UIEDJAJJII SUR 
O~I'"ARTM~NT OF NATURAL.. RESOUACES 

J,.,#.Q .. '\' J. W'II.SOI'II, r;o.-<:Y~ 

.__-- ---- ·- ~ 

Th i s letter i• to inform you that tha OVQr~i~ht of the Shaller­
Globe Keokuk $ite h~$ ~een transforr•d to £PA ~·~ion VII in 
~ansas City, Kansb~. This trans!Qr i~ to pr•v~nt &ny future cu­
plication of work required by the Iowa Oopa~tmQnt of ~atural Re­
source$ and the EPA RC~ Branch. 

If you have any que$tions ragarding th.a dep.artJMI"lt 1 ~ decision to 
transfer the $ite, please do not hg~itata to contact me at 
(~15)242-508"1. 

This tr=nsf~r of oversight doa~ no~ apply to the investi9ation of 
the aree for th¢ fuel oil UST . 

Sinee:rely, 

~_31-~-~ 
Alesia Whitney-Knisht 
~nvironmen~ Spe~iali$t 
Solid Waste Section 

cc; Mr. Herold Gibson 
Schlegel Corporation 
P.O. :BoK 23197 

90 'd 

~ochester, New York 14692 

Mr. Pete Culver 
EPA :Reqion VII 
Superfund Branch 
726 Minnesota Ave. 
Kansas City, ~~nsas 66101 

Allon Goldbarg, Field Office 6 
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